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Sample Proficiency Standard

SOCIAL STUDIES

C: Political Science
and Citizenship:
Power, Authority,
Governance, and
Responsibility

CONTENT STANDARD

Students in Wisconsin will learn about
political science and acquire the
knowledge of political systems necessary
for developing individual civic
responsibility by studying the historic and
contemporary uses of power, authority,
and governance.

SAMPLE TASK

Students were asked to read and interpret landmark
court cases related to the interpretation of the First
Amendment (i.e., Tinker v. Des Moines, 1969; Barker
v. Hardway, 1969; and United States v. O’Brien,
1968). The students were asked to examine the
issues involving rights, responsibilities, and the
status of the individual in relation to the general
welfare of the country and respond to the following
statement in essay form. “In the 1960s, several
controversial court rulings were made concerning
the freedom of speech. Based on the decisions with
which you are familiar, agree or disagree with the
following statement: ‘The Constitutional freedom of
speech, guaranteed to all Americans, extends to any
activity of a nonviolent nature.’”

PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

C.12.1. Identify the sources, evaluate the justification, and
analyze the implications of certain rights and
responsibilities of citizens

C.12.3. Trace how legal interpretations of liberty, equality,
justice, and power, as identified in the United States
Constitution, the Bill of Rights, and other United
States Constitutional Amendments, have changed
and evolved over time
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SAMPLES OF STUDENT WORK

EXPLANATIONS OF RATINGS OF STUDENT WORK

Advanced

The writer correctly identifies that nonviolent activity is not always protected. All three cases are described and differenti-
ated in multiple paragraphs that are well organized. The writer separates violent from nonviolent and recognizes that the
O’Brien case is different. The essay is factually correct, and the writer substantiates opinion with multiple references to the
cases.
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Proficient

The writer clearly answers whether
nonviolence is protected. All three cases
are mentioned with no error. The writer
mentions or quotes or paraphrases the
decisions and supports answers with
multiple references that differentiate the
cases.
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Basic

The writer does not clearly answer the question regarding nonviolence, but refers to one or more of the cases. The writer
gives unsupported opinions and may include some factual errors
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Minimal

There is little or no reference to
any of the cases. The writer gives
irrelevant comments which
contain factual errors and
provide little detail. The writer
has ignored or misunderstood
the task.


